THE  MATERIALIST  CONCEPTION   OF  HISTORY
subject classes, rich and poor, fought as co-nationals side
by side against foreign enemies. It is immaterial whether
the reason was an " antiquated ideology ", a " lack of
class consciousness ", the " suggestion of patriotism >J,
or a natural feeling of belonging to those to whom they
were bound by the same blood, the same language, and
many common interests. The fact has been demon-
strated in the past and, as the Great War and many wars
since have shown, it is the same at present. It is quite
possible that with the spread of a different ideology there
will be a change in this respect, but until now it has
certainly been so.
It is a curious fact that in the fifteen propositions
regarded as the " classical formulation" of Marx's
theory of history, war, the phenomenon which through-
out history has had the most fatal consequences and
brought about the most important changes, and which
decides in the last resort even inner struggles and re-
volutions, is not even mentioned.1 When one asks a
Marxist for his views on war, he will invariably answer
that war is the inevitable consequence of capitalism.
Capitalists need constant new markets for production,
1 In the draft mentioned on p. ii we find the following passage: " War
was developed before peace. It has to be shown that certain economic
phenomena such as hired labour, engines, etc., are developed by war and in
the armies before they appear in the domestic sphere." This sentence
proves that Marx was aware that economic facts may be determined by
war; it gives, however, no clue as to what Marx considered to be the part
and the importance of war in his theory of history. In the German Ideology
it is said on page 12, concerning some remarks on the development of town-
ships : " The fact of conquest seems to contradict this conception of his-
tory " ; thereupon follow a few sentences on the destruction of the Roman
Empire by the barbarians, which, however, also fail to provide a clue.
Engefe has written pamphlets and articles on military questions, and in an
Appendix to his Anti-Dukring he attempts to prove that military power
as well as the methods of military art are entirely dependent on the eco-
nomic development.
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